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WC1-1 The cost allocation provided in Attachment E has been updated to reflect the
most current understanding of specific costs allocable to the City of Durango.

WC1-2 Values for land acquisition in the table have been changed to reflect the most
current valuation of additional lands needed for the reservoir and donation of
the pumping plant site.  In addition, some double counting was uncovered in
earlier estimates and the cost tables have been changed accordingly.

WC1-3 The amount shown is for relocating four pipelines and an electrical transmission
line.  Northwest Pipeline Corporation's 26-inch diameter pipeline and the
Greeley Gas Company's 10-inch diameter pipeline and its tie-in to the
Northwest pipeline will be relocated as a project cost.  The two gas product
lines owned by Mid-American Pipeline Company will be relocated at their
expense in a right-of-way provided by Reclamation as a project cost.  Based on
the uncertainties of the final relocation alignment, the $10.5 million cost
estimate for this item is reasonable.

WC1-4 The cost allocation provided in Attachment E has been updated to reflect the
most current understanding of costs to be reimbursed by the project
beneficiaries.
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WC1-5 The cost estimate for the project features are "feasibility estimates".  As such

there are uncertainties in the quantities of excavation and construction
materials, site conditions, construction methods, and design changes that may
be required.  The 20 percent construction contingencies are intended to account
for these uncertainties.  An amount of 30 percent is added to the estimated
construction costs to account for non-construction costs.  These include costs to
evaluate geological conditions, perform the engineering design work, prepare
specifications, and administer construction contracts.  This added amount is
reasonable in relation to other similar projects where safety to the public is
involved.
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WC-2 You have captured in your letter some of the important points concerning the
selection of Refined Alternative 4 as the preferred alternative.  
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WC3-1 Comment noted.
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1 WC4-1 The support of the State of New Mexico for the ALP Project and their concerns
relating to interstate leasing would be important to the implementation of the
ALP.  The complicated nature of the various interstate stream compacts and the
obstacles to be overcome is discussed in Section 2.1.3 of the FSEIS.  If a future
regional water supply concept became a reality, the State of New Mexico would
be involved in the implementation of the leasing of waters from the Colorado
Ute Tribes to entities in New Mexico.
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WC4-2 Comment noted.  The water delivered to the power plant in New Mexico would
involve water rights assigned to the Colorado Ute Tribes but the water would
come from the State of Colorado.  This water would be stored in Ridges Basin
and released downstream to be pumped from the San Juan River.  There may be
needed modifications to legal constraints which relate to assigning the
depletions to the State of Colorado.  If the legal constraints cannot be overcome,
the power plant would be moved into Colorado.

WC4-3 It is not appropriate to speculate in the FSEIS what the Navajo Nation may do
in the future with respect to their water right claims on the San Juan River.

WC4-4 Although the SJWC has a valid contract with the United States, the contract
may need to be amended to reflect the downsized benefits realized in the
preferred alternative.  There are other beneficiaries that may need to enter into
similar appropriate contractual arrangements.  Consultations with the affected
parties are necessary to identify appropriate allocations of project costs.  The
cost allocation discussions in Attachment E have been updated to reflect the
most current derivation of assignment of costs to the various entities.
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WC5-1 Values for land acquisition in the table have been changed to reflect the most
current valuation of additional lands needed for the reservoir and the pumping
plant site.  In addition, some double counting was uncovered in earlier estimates
and the cost tables have been changed accordingly in the FSEIS.  See
Attachment E of Volume 2 of the FSEIS.

WC5-2 The amount shown is for relocating four pipelines and an electrical transmission
line.  Northwest Pipeline Corporation's 26-inch diameter pipeline and the
Greeley Gas Company's 10-inch diameter pipeline and its tie-in to the
Northwest pipeline will be relocated as a project cost.  The two gas product lines
owned by Mid-American Pipeline Company will be relocated at their sole
expense in a right-of-way provided by Reclamation as a project cost.  Based on
the uncertainties of the final relocation alignment, the $10.5 million cost
estimate for this item is reasonable.

WC5-3 The cost estimates for the project features are "feasibility estimates".  As such
there are uncertainties in the quantities of excavation and construction materials,
site conditions, construction methods, and design changes that may be required. 
The 20 percent construction contingencies are intended to the estimated
construction costs to account for non-construction costs.  These include costs to
evaluate geological conditions, perform the engineering design work, prepare
specifications, and administer construction contracts.  This added amount is
reasonable in relation to other similar projects where safety to the public is
involved.

WC5-4 The cost allocation provided in Attachment E has been updated to reflect the
most current understanding of costs to be reimbursed by the project
beneficiaries.  
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WC5-5 The cost allocation provided in Attachment E has been updated to reflect the

most current understanding of specific costs allocable to the City of Durango. 
The FSEIS has been modified to reflect the most recent change.
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